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Hello!

I’'m Laura Free

Indicators Coordinator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency




I’'m Catherine Krikstan

Web Content Strategist
University of Maryland Center for
Environmental Science
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Quarterly Progress

Meetings

Healthy Watersheds
Aquatic Life
A Culture of Stewardship
Next-generation Stewards
Water Quality
Climate Change and Resiliency
Local Action



Quarterly Progress

Meetings

= Review progress

=  Apply new opportunities and understandings

= Identify needed changes to approaches and actions
=  Support revisions to Two-Year Work Plans
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Healthy Watersheds
Stream Health
Protected Lands
Fish Passage
Brook Trout
Fish Habitat






State-identified Healthy Waters and Watersheds (2015)
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Stream Health: Average Indicator of Biotic Integrity Ratings of 10,000+ Sampling Sites (2000-2010)
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@ Excellent (67-100)
@ Good (50-66.99)
@ Fair (30-49.99)

@ Poor (17-29.99)

@ Very Poor (0-16.99)
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Stream Health, 2000-2010

Average Indicator of Biotic Integrity Ratings of 10,000+ Sampling Sites

B Excellent

B Good
Fair

[ Poor

B Very Poor







Legend -~

aPe%

Federal
[ State
I Local

Non-Governmental
Organization ron  Youngstown
B Private

[l Other

Pittsburgh

Columbus

Dayton

Charleston

E',lar_ksbur'g

Buffalo

Nasht Transparency

Albany Lol — ¢

Boston
Worcester
Springfield

Plymouth
Hartford Providence

New Bedford
Waterbury Falmouth

Bridgeport

Edison

Trenton

Toms

Philadelphia Rivar

Atlantic
City

+




Protected Lands (By Jurisdiction), 2011-2015/2016

Some increases in acreage can be attributed to newly protected parcels of land. Other increases can be attributed to the addition of previously protected but newly digitized,
corrected or refined parcels.
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Stream Miles Opened to Fish Passage (Cumulative),

2012-2016
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Influencing Factors

Knowledge
Support
Capacity






Influencing Factors

Funding
Science and Research
Partner Coordination
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Influencing Factors

Population Growth
Invasive Species
Habitat Quality
Water Quality
Climate Change
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Thanks!

Find us at
free.laura@epa.gov
ckrikstan@chesapeakebay.net

Presentation template by SlidesCarnival. Photos by Chesapeake Bay Program and Shutterstock.



